procedures -followed etc? The checklist used by the British Medical Jrournal is a helpful reference. ' If a change is an endpoint, is its size an important one and was the number of subjects or measurements to detect this change calculated before the study was undertaken? Are the inclusion and exclusion criteria clearly defined?
Is the method for data analysis the correct one?
Authors may choose to explain their methods either in this section or elsewhere in the paper. They may only reference methods that have been described in a previously published report. The reviewer should decide whether these need to be described again or whether they are well enough known not to need further explanation and whether the methods selected are correct for the task. Is it appropriate to describe details such as calibration of instruments, reproducibility of measurement, or interobserver variability? demonstrated. The title may be all a reader notices. Whether the abstract is structured or not it should be an accurate reflection of the paper and in particular the conclusion should not be an overinterpretation of the results. A description of the study invites readers to examine the evidence presented and form their own conclusions. Presentation A paper's presentation can sometimes prejudice the authors. English may not be the first author's language -few English speaking referees could write a scientific paper in another language. Typographical errors should only be noted. Time spent on these details could be better spent on the scientific content as journals' subeditors supervise these aspects.
ASSESSMENT OF REVIEWER'S REPORT
A scientific review is not just a guide for editors but will be studied carefully by the authors. Reports which are sarcastic and dismissive can demoralise a young research worker and can anger and frustrate a senior author.
Good referees' reports should ideally have some structure, should be helpful, fair, and have a balance of positive and negative comments about how the study or presentation could be improved. A summary should mention why the study or observation is or is not important and relevant to the field. It should also include a comment about whether the study satisfactorily answered the question asked.
Summary
Guidelines for the preparation of structured reports for laboratory studies, clinical studies, epidemiological studies, and observations could be useful. A structured report should prompt reviewers to acknowledge familiarity or otherwise with method, background papers, and so on. New reviewers could draw up their own system. Reports should be helpful and courteous so that whether or not the paper is accepted for publication the authors have a chance to improve it.
Reviewing scientific papers. 
